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ABSTRACT  
We built a photoactive system for water decontamination, consisting in ZnO nanocrystals 
supported on a flexible mat of electrospun semiconducting nanofibers. The synthesized nanofibers own a 
core-sheath structure, with a polyacrylonitrile (PAN) core and a sheath made of polypyrrole (PPY), a 
conducting polymer, actually a low band gap p-type semiconductor. Under UVA irradiation, the 
heterojunction formed between PPY and ZnO, a n-type semiconductor, promotes the separation of the 
charge carriers photogenerated at the interface. Their consequent lower recombination rate results in a 
higher photocatalytic efficiency – assessed through photodegradation of Methyl Orange – compared to a 
combined system based on an insulating support (bare PAN nanofibers). UV-Vis photoactive metal oxide 
nanoparticles have been already immobilized on insulating supports, to avoid the expensive separation and 
collection of the suspended nanocatalyst, at the end of the water treatment. Here we show how a 
semiconducting support represents a solution not only to the not scalable nanofiltration but also to 
increase photocatalytic efficiency, thanks to its ‘active’ role. To build the combined system, we first 
electrospun the insulating PAN core, chemically inert and with high tensile strength. On the PAN mat we 
then formed the semiconducting layer, through polymerization of pyrrole in water solution. Finally, we 
decorated the core-sheath mat with a steady coverage of ZnO nanocrystals, through a two-steps method: a 
seeding step with a Zn-containing precursor, followed by a growing step, a hydrothermal treatment at very 
low temperature (90°C), to preserve the polymeric support. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
Advanced methods for water decontamination usually employ materials exhibiting a catalytic activity under 
UV-Vis light (called photoactive), because of their degradation action without needing any addition of 
chemicals.1,2 The materials studied are mostly metal oxides3,4, in the form of nanopowders suspended in the 
treatment solution. TiO25,6 is far the most famous oxide for these applications, due to its many positive 
features including superior photocatalytic efficiency, photostability, low cost preparation and highly 
oxidizing photogenerated holes. Recently, some interest has increased also for ZnO.7,8 It owns most of the 
positive properties of TiO2, moreover it is possible to obtain ZnO crystalline phases (fundamental to observe 
photoactivity), with multiple shape and size9, even in mild synthetic conditions.10,11 
Nowadays, water treatments employing photoactive nanomaterials are still prevented to scale up 
to the wide world level.12,13 The efficiency of the process, the conversion of photons in active chemical 
species able to degrade pollutants, needs to increase.14 Moreover, the nanoparticle collection (through 
nanofiltration) at the end of the treatment is not sustainable on a large scale.15,16 
Immobilization of nanoparticles onto a mechanically resistant solid support, i.e. a polymeric 
membrane17, a mat of nanofibers18, represents a solution to the second issue. Flexible supports with high 
surface area are frequently fabricated through electrospinning, a user-friendly, scalable technique, capable 
to produce a continuous nanometric polymeric fiber.19 Electrospun nanofibers coated with a metal oxide 
layer, to form a core-sheath structure, have already been adopted for multiple purposes, ranging from 
optoelectronics20, to energy storage21, to sensing22, to environmental applications.23-25 
In all these cases the supporting material is electrically insulating and contributes just to the 
mechanical properties of the combined system, not to its activity. Contrarily, a semiconducting support is 
expected to increase the overall photoactivity, thanks to the formation of a heterojunction at the interface 
between the two phases (support and oxide coating).26-28 The permanent electric field established in the 
thin p-n heterojunction promotes the separation of the photoinduced charge carriers, suppressing their 
recombination through their selective collection: electron on the n-type material and holes on the p-type 
one. Coupling metal oxides (typically n-type semiconductors) and conducting polymers (usually p-type 
semiconductors with band gap width depending on their doping grade29,30), in the form of core-shell 
nanoparticles31 or nanofilms28,32, has already widely proved an enhancement in photocatalytic activity, due 
to the development of a heterojunction. 
Here we report a composite system for water decontamination applications, which combines an 
electrospun semiconducting polymeric support with a ZnO photoactive coating (see Fig. 1), to generate a 
heterojunction. Our approach tries to overcome the expensive separation of photoactive nanoparticles 
from purified water and to satisfy the need of higher photoactivity, at the same time. 
Specifically, the support consists in a mat of core-sheath nanofibers, with an insulating core of 
polyacrylonitrile (PAN) and a semiconducting sheath of polypyrrole (PPY). Examples of similar electrospun 
fibers are available in literature.33,34 The intrinsic high crystalline behaviour of a pure conducting polymer 
prevents its direct electrospinning35,36: its ordered domains are almost insoluble in any solvent used for 
electrospinning, leading to a low processing ability. Whenever conducting fibers are obtained, they would 
be fragile.34,37 It is possible to blend the conducting polymer with electrospinnable additives, but the 
resulting electrospun fibers would own a remarkably lower electrical conductivity.35,38 
PAN is easily electrospinnable, it exhibits high tensile strength in addition to high chemical and 
thermal stability24,39, which make it resistant to degradation even under hydrothermal conditions. Among 
the conducting polymers, PPY seems the best compromise in terms of cost of preparation, conductivity, 
stability in the photodegradation conditions and low response to acid/base doping, especially if doped with 
big organic counterions.40-42 Crystalline ZnO nanoparticles must be obtained in mild conditions (primarily 
low T), in order to preserve the flexibility and conductivity of the polymeric nanofibers.25,43 Since the 
conventional approaches to convert the precursors in crystalline metal oxides, i.e. calcination44 and 
hydrothermal treatment (HT)44,45, require too high temperatures, they are forbidden in this case. 
 
Figure 1: Schematic production of core-sheath PAN@PPY nanofibers decorated with ZnO nanocrystals. 
 
MATERIALS AND METHODS 
Chemicals and Materials 
Pyrrole (Py) 98%, ammonium peroxydisulfate (APS), 4-dodecylbenzene sulfonic acid (DBSA) 99%, zinc 
acetate dehydrate (ZnAc), triethylamine (TEA), zinc nitrate hexahydrate (ZnNIT), hexamethylenetetramine 
(HMTA), Methyl Orange (MO) were purchased from Sigma Aldrich. PAN (MW: 50,000-70,000 Da, 99%) was 
supplied by Sarchem Laboratories Inc (New Jersey), dimethylformammide (DMF) and isopropyl alcohol 
(IPA) by Fisher Scientific. All the chemicals were used without any further purification. Water employed was 
purified with a MilliQ plus apparatus (TOC = 2 ppb, conductivity 18.2 MΩ cm). 
Electrospinning of PAN nanofibers 
We electrospun the PAN nanofibers with an E200 electrospinning device (Inovenso, Turkey), using a 
solution of PAN in DMF 20% w/w (see more details in SI). We then treated the electrospun mats in an UV-
ozonolysis machine (UVO cleaner mod. 42A, Jelight, USA), for 3.5 minutes on both sides, in order to 
enhance the hydrophilicity of PAN. 
Preparation of core-sheath PAN@PPY nanofibers  
To carry out the Py polymerization, we first prepared 10 ml of water solution containing Py (0.0335 
g, 50 mM) and the dopant, DBSA (0.1632 g, 50 mM) and kept it at 4-5°C, under stirring. We then prepared a 
second solution by dissolving a strong oxidant, APS (0.1141 g, 100 mM), in 5 ml of water and added it 
dropwise (1 ml min–1) to the former one, under vigorous stirring, in ice bath. After complete APS addition, 
we kept the polymerizing solution at 4-5°C for one hour before carrying out the first impregnation cycle. 
We laid down the PAN mats horizontally on a Parafilm support and impregnated them drop by drop with 
the polymerizing solution (on average 0.15 ml cm–2 each cycle). We kept both the PPY solution and the 
impregnated mats at 4-5°C during the entire process, to slow down the Py polymerization. We let the mats 
dry naturally each time, before repeating the impregnation procedure. We impregnated the nanofibers 
three more times to obtain the ‘PAN@PPY’ mats: after 4 h and 7 h from APS addition and finally with a new 
PPY solution, again after 7 h polymerization (that is, after APS addition) (see Fig. S3).  
















We prepared the ZnO seeding suspension following a procedure in literature.43 We first dissolved 
1.10 g (5 mmol) of ZnAc in IPA (50 ml). After heating the solution at 85°C for 20 min, under vigorous stirring, 
it turned in a white opaque colloid. We then stopped heating and added 0.7 ml of TEA (5 mmol) dropwise, 
under continuous stirring. The colloid turned to a clear solution. We heated again the solution at 85°C for 
10 min, while stirring and a white colloid formed again. We finally cooled the seeding suspension to room T 
and incubated it without stirring for 2 h, before use in the impregnation cycles. It remained stable up to 
two weeks, after then progressive particle growth and settling began and we needed to prepare a new 
suspension. During the impregnation cycles, we laid the PAN@PPY mats on a Parafilm support and added 
the seeding suspension drop by drop (on average 0.25 ml cm–2 each cycle). We let them dry naturally at 
room T (it took 20-30 min) and repeated the impregnation-drying cycle 4 times. We finally cured them in air 
at 100°C, for 1 h to promote the seed fixation (by formation of chemical bonds with PPY) on the mats, 
named ‘PAN@PPY-seeds’. 
Hydrothermal growing 
Following previous works24,25,43, we soaked one PAN@PPY-seeds mat (2x3 cm) in 70 ml of a just 
prepared equimolar (50 mM) aqueous solution of ZnNIT and HMTA. We immobilized the mat on a glass 
slide to keep it immersed, on the bottom of the 100 ml Teflon inner. It underwent mild HT (90°C for 5 h, in 
a sealed stainless steel autoclave), to convert the seeds in ZnO nanocrystals, then naturally cooled down to 
room T. We repeatedly rinsed the resulting mat, named ‘PAN@PPY/ZnO’, with water before drying in 
vacuum at room T. 
Synthesis of reference materials 
We prepared the ‘PAN/ZnO’ sample by treating the PAN mat directly with the seeding and HT 
steps, without the PPY coating. We obtained the ‘Zn-seeds’ powder after drying 50 ml of seeding 
suspension in oven (70°C) and subsequent curing air at 100°C, for 1 h. We referred to ‘ZnO_HT90’ to 
indicate the powder obtained after HT of the Zn-seeds powder at 90°C, in the growing solution. We also 
synthesized a benchmark photocatalytic ZnO nanopowder, called ‘ZnO_HT180’, by HT at 180°C, overnight, 
of a ZnNIT solution 0.1 M at pH = 11 (by addition of NaOH). After HT, we washed the settled powder three 
times with water and collected it by centrifugation, before drying at 70°C overnight. 
Characterization 
The mat surface was observed using an Inspect-F50 field emission scanning electron microscope 
(FE-SEM) (FEI, Japan), equipped with an EDAX Octane Super 60 mm 2ndSDD and TEAM EDS analysis system. 
Samples were coated with a 5 nm Pt layer by using a LEICA EM ACE600 sputtering machine. Electrical 
conductivity measurements were carried out with a four-point probe. The reported values refer to the 
whole mats (thickness between 0.1 to 0.05 mm), not to the PPY coating (< 1 μm). Diffuse reflectance 
spectra were recorded using a dual-beam Varian Cary 5000 UV-Vis-NIR Reflectance Spectrophotometer, 
with an integrating sphere. The internal walls of the integrating sphere were coated with PTFE and BaSO4 
was used as reference material. X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns were recorded using a Bruker D5000 
diffractometer working in Bragg-Brentano configuration, with a Cu anode as X-rays source (Cu–Kα radiation 
= 0.15418 nm), operating at 40 kV accelerating voltage and 30 mA applied current. Samples were hosted on 
a flat amorphous SiO2 holder. 
The photodegradation measurements were carried out under UVA irradiation, overnight, using a 
Philips PL-S 9W/2P BLB fluorescent lamp (Eindhoven, Nederland), with a narrow emission spectrum at 350-
400 nm. We employed cylindrical Pyrex cells (4.0 cm diameter and 2.5 cm height) containing 5 ml of MO 
aqueous solution (10–4 M) and one string (1.5 x 0.5 cm) of photocatalytic mat. The solutions were not 
stirred and were left in dark for 2 hours, before irradiation, to achieve the adsorption-desorption 
equilibrium between substrate and photocatalyst. After irradiation, the solution absorption was analyzed 
with a Varian CARY 100 UV-Vis spectrophotometer (Agilent, CA, USA). Photocatalytic benchmark tests were 
also carried out on suspensions of ZnO_HT180 nanopowder (0.5 g dm−3), in the presence of the same 
concentration of MO. During irradiation the slurries were magnetically stirred and after irradiation they 
were filtered through a 0.45 μm hydrophilic PTFE membrane, to eliminate the ZnO nanoparticles before 
UV-Vis absorption measurement. 
The electrochemical measurements were carried out with a computer-controlled potentiostat 
(PGSTAT12, Autolab) and a standard three-electrode cell. The working electrodes (WE) consisted in ITO 
covered with a thin layer of the material under investigation, prepared via doctor blade technique, in the 
case of Zn-seeds and ZnO_HT90 powders. The ITO/PPY WE were prepared after 4 subsequent depositions 
of the Py polymerizing solution on a ITO conducting support, lying horizontally, as described for the 
preparation of PAN@PPY. Ag/AgCl/KCl (3 M) was the reference electrode (RE) and a Pt sheet the counter 
electrode (CE). The electrolytic solution was aqueous 0.1 M KNO3, purged with N2 and a 150 W Xe arc lamp 
was the light source (LOT Oriel). 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
PAN@PPY nanofibers 
The first step of our procedure, as illustrated in Fig. 1, consists in electrospinning the PAN core and 
subsequent coating with a semiconducting PPY sheath. Fig. 2 shows the evolution of PAN nanofibers after 
PPY coating. The white PAN mat (Fig. 2A, inset) is composed of smooth monodispersed fibers with average 
diameter of 550 ± 50 nm. After four PPY deposition cycles, it exhibits a homogeneous black-dark green 
colour (Fig. 2B, inset). The nanofibers result covered by a continuous PPY coating, stable after washing (Fig. 
S3). Their surface appears rough (Fig. 2B), showing the presence of PPY domains. The average fiber 
thickness increases, and so does the standard deviation: 780 ± 350 nm. 
The mat conductivity (Fig. 2C) goes from below the detection limit, in the case of PAN, to 10.3 ± 2.0 
10–3 S cm–1, for PAN@PPY. These values refer to volumetric conductivities: the sample thickness includes 
both the non-conductive PAN and conductive PPY layers. The specific electrical conductivity of the PPY 
sheath is remarkably higher and cannot be uniquely identified.38 The lack of a continuous contact between 
the PPY domains, on the fibers, leads to negligible electrical conductivity on a macroscopic scale.35,46 
PAN@PPY conductivity is only marginally larger, compared to that measured on PAN mats coated with only 
two PPY impregnation cycles (7.7 ± 1.1 10–3 S cm–1, see Fig. S4). This evidence indicates that a continuous 
PPY coating has already formed after 2 cycles even if the mat colour has not turned dark yet (Fig. S3). 
Diffuse reflectance measurements carried out on the PAN@PPY mats (Fig. 2D and Fig. S5) reveal a 
large absorption increase in the whole UV-Vis-NIR range, compared to PAN, further proving the presence of 
a low band gap semiconducting layer. EDS on the fibers is also able to recognise the PPY coating (Fig. 2E, 
see also Fig. S6). Since the same elements (H, C, N), almost in the same ratio, are present both in PPY and 
PAN, PPY is indirectly identified by the increase of oxygen and the appearance of sulphur on the PAN@PPY 
sample, coming from the dopant (DBSA, a sulfonic acid). 
 
Figure 2: SEM micrographies of PAN (A) and PAN@PPY nanofibers (B). Scale bars: 5 μm. Insets: digital pictures of the corresponding 
mats. Physicochemical properties of PAN and PAN@PPY mats, including electrical conductivity (C) and absorption in the UVA-Vis-
NIR region (D). O/C and S/C elemental ratios in PAN and PAN@PPY nanofibers, measured by EDS (E, F). 
A fast ozone treatment, carried out on the electrospun PAN mat, dramatically increases the surface 
concentration of hydrophilic groups on the fibers. The Py polymerization solution easily impregnates the 
hydrophilic functionalized nanofibers and the forming PPY domains strongly adhere on PAN (Fig. S1). 
Ozonation is essential to let the PPY sheath grow without interruption and also prevents the mats to fold 
and swell when impregnated with water (Fig. S2). 
Two more key factors determine the formation of a continuous and (macroscopically) 
homogeneous PPY sheath: the presence of a dopant-surfactant42,47 and the polymerization rate, regulated 
by the temperature40 and both Py and APS (oxidant) concentration40,48 (refer to supporting information for 
more details). If Py polymerization goes fast, insoluble macroscopic PPY solid agglomerates will form (see 
Fig. S2), generating ultimately a not homogeneous nor continuous coating on the nanofibers, easily 
removed by washing. T must be maintained always near 4-5°C, since APS addition, to avoid this undesired 
drawback. If the oxidant concentration is too low, the mats will not be conductive: just not connected PPY 
domains will form on the fibers. Conversely, if the Py concentration is too high, solid, insoluble PPY domains 
will appear very soon (Fig. S2). DBSA ensures also the solubility of the forming PPY in water.42 In the 
absence of DBSA, solid PPY black flakes will precipitate as soon as APS is added, even at T = 4°C (Fig. S2).  
PAN@PPY/ZnO nanofibers 
The subsequent immobilization of ZnO crystallites on the PAN@PPY nanofibers is described in Fig. 
1. The formation of a nanometric ZnO coating, adherent on the fibers after washing and irradiation, 
requires a two-steps procedure (seeding and growing), in agreement with previous literature.25,43 
 
Figure 3: SEM micrographies of the PAN@PPY-seeds (A) and PAN@PPY/ZnO (B) samples, scale bars: 5 μm. X-ray diffractograms of 
(1) PAN@PPY/ZnO and (2) PAN@PPY mats, of (3) Zn-seeds, (4) ZnO_HT90 and (5) ZnO_HT180 powders, scale bars: 40 a.u. (D and 
E). 
Fig. 3A represents the PAN@PPY mat after the seeding process, followed by curing at 100°C 
(PAN@PPY-seeds). A macroscopically homogeneous, white thin film adheres on the mat surface (see Fig. 
3A inset, Fig. S7 and S8). It actually consists in a not homogeneous coverage of microscopic irregular 
aggregates (with size ranging from 10 to 100 μm, see also Fig. S9). The nanofiber surface, investigated 
through SEM microscopy, appears less rough compared to that of PAN@PPY. The increase in the average 
fiber thickness (1050 ± 200 nm) may not be related to the formation of a seeded nanolayer on the PPY 
sheath. After having been in contact with IPA, the nanofibers can partially swell, indeed. 
After mild HT in the growing solution, the PAN@PPY-seeds mats result steadily coated with a white 
layer (Fig. 3B, inset). The seeds are dissolved or mostly converted in ZnO nanoplatelets, as shown in Fig. 3B. 
The average fiber thickness decreases remarkably (750 ± 100 nm) and their surface becomes smoother, 
because of the seeding layer dissolution and a partial shrinking/dissolution-degradation of the PPY coating. 
The HT partially degrades the semiconducting sheath but the drop in conductivity to 7·10–3 S cm–1 (Fig. S4) 
is still acceptable. 
XRD analysis on the complete system PAN@PPY/ZnO, compared to the PAN@PPY mat (Fig. 3D), 
allows to recognize the main characteristic peaks of the wurtzite hexagonal phase of ZnO (labelled with 
black triangles, reference peak list reported in SI).49 The low peak intensity in the reported diffractograms is 
due to the thin oxide coating (the PAN@PPY/ZnO mats are 0.05-0.1 mm thick). The low signals prevent a 
clear identification of the chemical species and crystalline phases present in the white coatings on 
PAN@PPY-seeds and PAN@PPY/ZnO. We then refer to the Zn-seeds and ZnO_HT90 bulk powders, which 
correspond to the Zn-based phases formed on PAN@PPY during the seeding process and after the HT. 
The X-ray diffraction pattern of the Zn-seeds powder (n.3, Fig. 3E) corresponds to the planes of the 
ZnO wurtzite structure (labelled with triangles) and highlights the presence of some impurities. The 
precursor used results mostly transformed in ZnO during the seed synthesis and curing step. The 
unconventional HT at low T (growing step), in the presence of HMTA as a source of OH– and shape 
controller50, converts completely the seeds in crystalline ZnO (ZnO_HT90 powder, Fig. 3E, n.4). 
Diffractogram n.5 refers to ZnO_HT180 powder, synthesized via a conventional HT (T = 180°C) and used, in 
this work, as a photocatalytic benchmark (see below). It is characterized by a pure, more crystalline (higher 
peak intensity), ZnO wurtzite phase, as well. 
PAN@PPY mats must necessarily be coated first with a layer of ZnO seeds and cured. The 
PAN@PPY fibers treated just with the HT step (without seeding) result not steadily coated (unstable layer, 
detached right after washing, see Fig. S7). PAN@PPY mats, after the seeding cycles and the mild HT, 
without previous curing at 100°C, own the same unstable ZnO coating. 
Photocatalytic activity  
Fig. 4 reports the material photoactivity, assessed through photodegradation of MO in water, 
under UVA light. The MO degradation rate, in the presence of the various control samples, allows to 
understand the contribution of the different layers to the overall photocatalytic activity of the combined 
system PAN@PPY/ZnO. All the materials exhibit negligible dye adsorption in dark, before 
photodegradation. The PAN@PPY mats do not show any photoactivity, since the MO abatement in their 
presence is equal to direct photolysis. PAN/ZnO, a reference system with ZnO grown on insulating PAN 
nanofibers, is able to abate, on average, the 34% of the original concentration. The ZnO coating appears as 
the key component for the system photoactivity. However, PAN/ZnO photodegradation rate is remarkably 
lower compared to PAN@PPY/ZnO, which abates the 80% of MO, on average. The semiconducting PPY 
layer results then crucial to the overall performance of the complete system. 
The last reference material tested, ZnO_HT180, is a not supported nanopowder. The ZnO_HT180 
slurry used in the photodegradation tests contains the same amount of ZnO present on the PAN@PPY/ZnO 
mats, estimated from thermogravimetric analysis (0.4 g of oxide per gram of fiber, see Fig. S10). 
ZnO_HT180 is able to induce a complete MO photodegradation. It probably owns a higher exposed surface 
area, since it is not immobilized on a support. Nevertheless, the lower photocatalytic activity of 
PAN@PPY/ZnO resides most likely in the less crystalline ZnO synthesized on the mats, because of the HT at 
lower T (as shown by XRD in Fig. 3E). HT at higher T remarkably degrades the PPY coverage and 
progressively compromises the PAN mechanical properties. (Fig. S7) 
The PAN@PPY/ZnO samples, tested in consecutive degradation cycles (Fig. 4), exhibit a remarkable 
























































Figure 4: Percent of methyl orange (MO) abatement under UVA light. Top: from left to right, direct photolysis (DP), in the presence 
of PAN@PPY mat, PAN/ZnO mat (NO PPY), PAN@PPY/ZnO mat and a slurry of benchmark ZnO_HT180 nanopowder. Bottom: 
photodegradation cycles in the presence of PAN@PPY/ZnO. 
The higher photoactivity of the complete system PAN@PPY/ZnO, compared to PAN/ZnO and 
PAN@PPY, resides primarily in the interaction, under irradiation, between PPY and ZnO. Electrochemical 
investigation of the PPY and ZnO layers, separately, allows to clarify the nature of this interaction. 
Chronopotentiometric dark-light cycles and cyclic voltammetries carried out on Zn-seeds and 
ZnO_HT90 (Fig. S11) confirm that the two materials are very similar. Their conduction band position is very 
close (estimated around -0.8 V vs Ag/AgCl), so is their Fermi potential, in dark and under irradiation. The 
photopotential developed under irradiation by the Zn-seed powder is slightly lower (250 mV, in the case of 
ZnO_HT90 it is >300 mV) and the recombination of its photogenerated charges is faster than ZnO_HT90 
(faster recovery of the potential values in dark, after irradiation interruption), as a consequence of the 
lower crystallinity and purity. The same measurements on PPY show that it is a p-type (open circuit 
potential shifting toward more positive values under irradiation), very low band gap semiconductor 
(conduction and valence band potentials estimated respectively around -0.3 V and +0.1 V vs Ag/AgCl, by 
cyclic voltammetry). 
In accordance with the measured band energies of ZnO and PPY, a type-I p-n heterojunction forms 
between the PPY sheath and the ZnO nanocrystals, as reported in Fig. 5. The photoelectrons generated 
under irradiation on ZnO, at the interface with PPY, are partially collected on the PPY surface and then 
quenched by molecular oxygen, to form the superoxide radical anion O2●‒. It then reduces directly the dye 
or converts in H2O218, a reactive chemical specie often employed during advanced water decontamination 
treatments.13 The holes formed in the ZnO valence band directly oxidize the MO dye or react with OH‒ to 
form the OH● radical49, which is further able to oxidize MO and any dissolved organic contaminant, thanks 
to its extremely high oxidative potential. The formed heterojunction inhibits the recombination of the 
photoinduced electrons and holes, by promoting their selective collection on PPY and on ZnO, respectively, 
becoming then responsible for the observed enhancement in photoactivity. 
 
Figure 5: Band diagram of the type-I heterojunction formed between the ZnO nanocrystals and the PPY sheath together 
with the processes happening under UVA irradiation and the main chemical reactions at the interface between the PAN@PPY/ZnO 
mat and the MO/treatment solution. Band energies were measured in aqueous solution, at pH=9 (Fig. S11) and here reported vs 
NHE reference.  
CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK 
We designed and optimized the preparation of a photoactive system where electrospun 
semiconducting nanofibers are supporting a photoactive metal oxide layer. The combination of a 
conducting polymer, PPY, and a n-type oxide, ZnO, resulted in the enhancement of the photocatalytic 
activity, thanks to the formation of a heterojunction at the interface between the two active materials. 
The nanofibers production is scalable: all the chemicals employed are not expensive, the 
polymerization of PPY is carried out in water, in air, easier and “green” conditions compared to many other 
conducting polymers, where organic solvents and inert atmosphere are required. 
Water affinity of the electrospun PAN mats dramatically increases after ozonation. It allows the 
growth of a continuous PPY nanosheath, steadily adherent on the PAN surface, stable after washing and 
the mild HT. T must be kept at 4-5°C during the whole PAN@PPY preparation, to slow down the Py 
polymerization rate and favour the formation of a (macroscopically) homogeneous PPY layer. A two-steps 
mechanism (a seeding step followed by a HT at 90°C) is necessary to form the crystalline ZnO coating, 
stable after washing and irradiation, while preserving the polymeric semiconducting support. Further 
improvements will concern the increase of the system photoactivity, attainable mainly through a more 
crystalline oxide phase. 
This approach paves the way for the design of new coupled materials. On one side, electrospun 
semiconducting PAN@PPY nanofibers can be decorated with other photoactive oxides26,51,52, i.e. hematite, 
TiO2 and WO3. Alternative synthetic methods requiring mild conditions are also available to generate new 
oxide coatings, for example electrodeposition (exploiting the PPY layer conductivity). On the other side, 
different conducting/semiconducting fibers, more resistant to harsh synthetic conditions, can support more 
crystalline ZnO (or other photoactive oxides, i.e. TiO2). Despite conductive carbon nanofibers have been 
recently employed53,54, semiconducting flexible nanofibers are still lacking. 
These hybrid systems can be applied in advanced oxidation processes, for decontamination of 
water containing emerging persistent pollutants. Chemical sensing represents another possible field of 
application.22 Many molecules of common interest (gaseous NH3, NOX, dissolved metallic ions..) are able to 
reduce/oxidize on the mat surface, under irradiation.52 The consequent alteration of the mat 
conductivity/impedance can be detected and quantified. Differently from other common sensing systems, 
the combined mats here presented own a high surface area, are flexible, self standing and can be easily 
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